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Following the Soviet press release ahout the capture of CA.CCOLAS 10,20,21 

'' into 

and 28 an investigation was launched at CSOB gjarat the possible 

causes of this capture, iarfKlixxi|iaifcbiaialtligl±a»>^gTSt^7!±^a/±)^yfLg?L±^}i3:^ ^ 

This memorandum consists largely of materlg^l abstracted from 
the full report on the investigation, whichi la available here at EC^S, 

2, The scope of*; the investigation was limited to an examination of the 
evidence provided Tqri 

a, questioning of the KUBAHK personnel in Frankfurt and Munich who ' 
participated in the CACCOLA B operation, 

hi review of CACCOLA case-officer reports and various other materialv 
dealing with the mounting of the operation, 

c, questioning of the air crew and review of their report on the missslon 



flight, r: ; 

d; questioning and LCFLUTTKRIEG- of those CAPABLE 1 personnel directly 
involved in the CACCOLA project, 

3. Excluding the possibility of accidental capture, about which speculation 
is useless, the investigation proceeded on the assumption that to effect 
the captxire of all 4 agents within less than 48 hours of the drops ( as 
appears to have been the case), the Soviets wimutA »ould have kadzAm 
taken the necessary action on the basis of the following kinds of 
inforraationJ 

a, advance knowledge of the approximate time of dispatch, 

b, advance knowledge of the two DZ's, 

c, advance knowledge of the names used on the agents’ documents, and 

d, knowledge pf the mission aircraft's course and the DZ's gained 
from the interpretation of electronic and visual/aural observation 



data 




Ther--> are twow ways in which the RIS could have obtained such information: 
through an inside agent, or through external agent-observation of 
indications that a clandestine flight was forthcoming. The investigation^ 
which included interrogation said LCFLUTTESHfG of all l members 

involved in the CACCOLa. project, did not turn up any evidence of 
internal betrayal. All of the CACCOLA B agents themselves were LCFLUTTEAED 
shortly before dispatch and no reactions that ciuld be interpreted as 
indicating betrayal of intention thereof were recorded, IPhe interrogation 
and LCFLUTThRING^ of all the KDBaBK personnel possessed of the above 
information was beyond the scope of the investigation. The 
investigation did establish, however, that security precautions at 
the dispatch field/ £x in Athens were inadequate, that the use of the 
field in question was ill-advised, and that there were several ways in 
which the RIS could have deduced the approximate time of dispatch/ 
thL’ough external agent— observationi 

5, Advance Knowledg-e o: the Two DZ'.s . Itoi xMj^lyxwa y x lxxKferEh The 
investigation established that the only way in which the Soviets could 
have gained advance knowledge of the two DZ's was through internal betrayal 
The conclusitons of the investigation were* "V/e do not beliiro that the 
agents themselves betrayed the DZ's, vre have no indication that 

CAPABLE 1 personnel did, and as for the others (KXJBARK personnel), 
we cannot say,** 

6, A dvance Knowledge of the Bocument. Ramea, In this case, a relatively 

limited number of people knitw (not more than 12, excluding the agents) 
knev 7 the document names since they were picked/^ on the spot by the (__ 

project case officers and CAPABLE 1 instructors. The conclusions of 
ir.vr-sti.'aticr were.: "as far as we know, no agent Iraev; any other 
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cleared b7 LCPLUTTBR > tmt we can say nothing about the ZUBAEK personnel 
who knew the nanes. 



7, Knowledge nf the Mjgston Aircraft* 3 Course and_the DZ'.a.^lned jfJOiiL.fclia 

Interpretation of electronic and viaual/aural ohservat ion _data^ 

Without going into the rather complex technical data examined by 

the investigation report, which included interrogation of the plane 

crew, analysis of the flight plan, and special intelligence data, 

suffice it to say that the investigation came to the conclusion that 

the Soviets "could have plotted the mission aircraft's course by 

aural/visual observation and determined the DZ'a by the correct 

interpretation of electronic monitoring reports*" 

8* Conclusions of the Investigation . After an examination of the various 

measures the MVl! could have t^en on the basis of the informajrion 

they could have obtained as indicated above, the Iw vw w t i-gart investigation 

report comes to the following conclusions* 

"If the DZ areas were not alerted because the Soviets either 

knev; them to be DZ areas tI'a'or.gh internal betrayal or, as seems 

more likely, had inferred that they were DZ areas through the 

interpretation of radar pickup data, they were at least partially 

alerted because of being along the mission aircraft's course. 

In view of the nature of the two DZ'a, the circumstances of at 

■» least the second drop and the likely delay of the agents in the 

\ 

^ Dz areas, a par^al alert could probably have led to the rapid 

' capture of the four agents, and a full and geographically- 



concentrated alert could certainly have led to it; 

And thus, while the possibilities of capture as a result of 
Internal betrayal or sheer chance cannot be excluded, our investi- 
gation compels us to conclude that, in all probability, 
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the M\fD was able to capture CaCCOLaS 10.20.21. and 28 
within 46 hours of their drops -prlmariLv -befianae of ita 
a.-jrn^tv rapidly tn intf>rT>rF»t and fry-nlnit data galTisd fjom 
filectnonic and vianal/anral ohservation of the misaioni^ 
aircraft *3_CQUT3e. 

As a corollary to our conclusion we suggest that the following 
factors contrihuted materially to the liVD's success! 

a, the use of unmarked aircraft, 

h. the fact that the agents v/ere able to learn too much about 
each other's missions, 

c, the fact that, during the flight, the mission aircraft rode 
into possible radar range only at the two bZ's, 

d, the fact that the second drop was made in the rain with the 
±iEE DZ invisible, 

e, the rugged topography of at least DZ #2, and 

f, the fact that the agents were briefed to remain as long as 
^ hours in the DZ areas, 

1?he extent to which these factors mw-tTrimlntd actvially contributed to 
the MVD’s success cannot be judged. Whatever it was, however, the 
responsibility for it lies with KDBABK,'* 
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